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problems with hypoglycemia awareness, 
it also suggested methods for 
intervention. The suggestions of the 
researchers concerning how they believe 
the problem should be addressed are 
clearly contained in the protocols of the 
exemption program.

Conclusion 
After analyzing the comments to the 

notice of intent, the FMCSA is 
convinced that the proposed program is 
responsive to the need and requirements 
of the various interested individuals and 
organizations. The comments raised a 
number of valid issues of concern. The 
agency believes that it has successfully 
addressed those concerns in the 
development of this program. The 
public’s concerns must be addressed 
because they mainly focus on safety 
issues. This is the reason there is a 
three-year driving experience 
requirement in a part of the exemption 
program, in addition to medical 
screening, guidance, and monitoring. 
The three-year requirement of the 
program provides certainty to public 
safety, and also protects ITDM drivers. 
The ability to operate CMVs safely for 
three years clearly helps to indicate that 
applicants can perform the arduous 
work required in this type of job 
category. While we believe this 
requirement to be essential, all of the 
proposed components are required for a 
safe and practicable program. 

Nonetheless, FMCSA recognizes that 
the three-year requirement will restrict 
the number of drivers eligible for an 
exemption. The agency has no desire to 
make the program more stringent than 
necessary and will therefore leave this 
docket open indefinitely in order to 
provide a means for the submission of 
additional views and data on the need 
for three years of driving experience. 
FMCSA is particularly interested in 
obtaining statistical data on the accident 
rates of ITDM drivers before and after 
they begin a course of insulin treatment. 
This analysis depends on knowing, 
among other things: (1) The number of 
miles driven and accidents experienced 
by the driver before beginning insulin 
treatment, thus providing a baseline 
accident rate; (2) the length of time an 
ITDM driver has taken insulin before 
resuming a driving career; (3) the date 
the ITDM driver resumed driving and 
the interval to the first (and any 
subsequent) accident; and (4) the 
number of miles driven by an ITDM 
driver, preferably on a monthly and 
annual basis. Although FMCSA will not 
ignore any relevant information that 
may be submitted, the statutory 
standard for an exemption requires the 
agency to focus its attention on the 

question whether ITDM drivers with 
less experience driving CMVs can 
achieve accident rates comparable to 
those of ITDM drivers who have at least 
three years of experience driving CMVs 
prior to applying for an exemption. This 
is an issue that can be resolved only by 
more and better data. FMCSA is also 
interested in learning which segments of 
the motor carrier industry have work 
conditions most (or least) conducive to 
the self-monitoring routines that ITDM 
drivers must maintain in order to 
control their blood sugar level. 

For the reasons above, the FMCSA has 
determined that the most desirable 
structure to support these components 
is an exemption program. Therefore, in 
accordance with 49 U.S.C. 31315 and 
31136(e), the FMCSA will implement a 
program that will issue exemptions to 
qualified ITDM drivers. Each exemption 
will be valid for up to two years and 
require renewal at the end of that 
period. Qualified ITDM drivers may 
request a diabetes exemption from the 
49 CFR 391.41(b)(3) regulation by 
sending an exemption request on or 
after September 22, 2003, to the 
Diabetes Exemption Program at the 
address in the ADDRESSES section above. 

Paperwork Reduction Act 
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act 

of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), 
Federal agencies must obtain approval 
from the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) for each collection of 
information they conduct, sponsor, or 
require through regulations. An analysis 
of this proposal was made by the 
FMCSA, and it has determined that this 
Notice of Final Disposition would add 
an element, i.e., diabetes exemption 
program, to a currently-approved 
information collection (OMB Approval 
No. 2126–0006), titled Medical 
Qualifications Requirements. 

The FMCSA estimates that 
approximately 700 applications for 
exemption could be filed annually, and 
that it would take an average of 90 
minutes to complete an application. The 
addition of the diabetes exemption 
program to this existing information 
collection would increase the annual 
burden by 1,050 hours (700 × 90 
minutes / 60 minutes). 

Interested parties are invited to send 
comments regarding any aspect of this 
information collection requirement, 
including, but not limited to: (1) 
Whether the collection of information is 
necessary for the performance of the 
functions of the FMCSA, including 
whether the information has practical 
utility, (2) the accuracy of the estimated 
burden, (3) ways to enhance the quality, 
utility, and clarity of the collected 

information, and (4) ways to minimize 
the collection burden without reducing 
the quality of the information collected. 

You may submit comments on this 
information collection burden directly 
to OMB. The OMB must receive your 
comments by November 3, 2003. You 
must mail or hand deliver your 
comments to: Attention: Desk Officer for 
the Department of Transportation, 
Docket Library, Office of Information 
and Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, Room 10102, 
725 17th Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20503.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 322, 31136 and 31315; 
and 49 CFR 1.73.

Issued on: August 27, 2003. 
Annette M. Sandberg, 
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 03–22409 Filed 9–2–03; 8:45 am] 
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AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA), U.S. Department of 
Transportation.
ACTION: Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

SUMMARY: The Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and the Maryland 
Transit Administration (MTA) intend to 
prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) in accordance to the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969, as amended, on the 
proposed Bi-County Transitway Project 
in Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties, Maryland, which are in the 
metropolitan area of Washington, DC. 
The corridor extends 14 miles from the 
western branch of the Metrorail Red 
Line in Bethesda to the New Carrollton 
Metrorail Station. The Bi-County 
Transitway will provide high-capacity 
transit along the corridor. As a result of 
rapid growth in travel and development, 
the Bethesda to New Carrollton study 
area is facing numerous transportation 
challenges. The growing service sector 
job base has increased the vitally 
important need for efficient transit. The 
transit investment will compliment and 
support ongoing revitalization efforts 
currently underway in the study area. 

This project includes the alignment 
previously known as the Georgetown 
Branch Transitway/Trail (Bethesda to 
Silver Spring). A notice of intent to 
prepare an EIS for the Georgetown 
Branch Transitway and Trail was 
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published in the Federal Register on 
September 21, 1994. Subsequently, the 
Georgetown Branch became known as 
the ‘‘Western’’ segment of the Purple 
Line. The current Bi-County Transitway 
Project now also includes what was 
known as the Purple Line ‘‘East’’, which 
extended from Silver Spring to New 
Carrollton. The Bi-County Transitway 
study area is now defined as all of the 
earlier Purple Line project area between 
Bethesda and New Carrollton. 

The EIS will address the need to 
improve transit access, reduce travel 
times and improve connectivity in 
response to regional growth, traffic 
congestion, and land use plans for the 
area. The EIS will examine potential 
impacts and benefits to the social, 
cultural, economic, built and natural 
environment. The EIS will develop and 
evaluate alternatives that are cost 
efficient and beneficial. Improvements 
that enhance connections to existing 
transit systems, increase access to 
transit and to economic development 
areas, and minimize adverse impacts 
will be identified. The EIS will evaluate 
the No-Build Alternative, 
Transportation Systems Management 
(TSM) Alternative, Build Alternatives 
for Bus-Rapid Transit (BRT) and Light 
Rail Transit (LRT), and any additional 
alternatives generated by the scoping 
process. In addition to mode, the Build 
Alternative will consider alignments, 
grade options, station locations, and 
facilities such as maintenance and 
storage yard, inspection and Operation 
Control Center (OCC), traction power 
substations and tiebreaker stations. 

Scoping Meetings: Public scoping for 
the Bi-County Transitway EIS will be 
held on: September 16 at the Holiday 
Inn-Silver Spring, 8777 Georgia Avenue, 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910; 
September 17 at the Bethesda-Chevy 
Chase High School, 4301 East West 
Highway, Bethesda, Maryland 20615; 
and September 24 at College Park City 
Hall, 4500 Knox Road, College Park, 
Maryland 20740. All scoping meetings 
will be from 4 p.m. to 8 p.m., and will 
be carried out in an open house format.

Details on meetings dates, project 
updates, times and locations will be 
announced on the project Web site 
www.Bi-CountyTransitway.com and in a 
project newsletter. Comments and input 
may be provided at the scoping 
meetings. Information will be available 
in English and in Spanish and will be 
published in the following newspapers: 
The Washington Post, The Gazette, The 
Washington City Paper, The Washington 
Hispanic, The Washington Times, The 
Takoma Voice, and The Washington 
Afro-American Newspaper.

ADDRESSES: Written comments on the 
project scope should be sent by October 
31, 2003 to Michael D. Madden, Project 
Manager, Bi-County Transitway, 
Maryland Transit Administration, Office 
of Planning, 9th Floor, 6 St. Paul Street, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202. For more 
information about this project or special 
assistance needs for the scoping 
meetings, please contact Michael D. 
Madden at (410) 767–3694.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Gail 
McFadden-Roberts, AICP, Community 
Planner, Federal Transit 
Administration, Region III, Office of 
Planning and Program Development, 
1760 Market Street, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19103–4124, (215) 656–
7100 (voice).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Scoping 

The FTA and MTA invite all 
interested individuals and 
organizations, and Federal, State, 
regional, and local agencies to provide 
comments on the scope of the project. 
The goals of the Bi-County Transitway 
are to: Provide improved suburb to 
suburb transit alternatives and 
enhanced access to key civic, 
educational and employment activity 
centers; improve system connectivity 
and increase transit usage by providing 
an essential link to the Metrorail radial 
lines, as well as to other rail or bus 
services in Montgomery and Prince 
George’s County; optimize public 
investment by providing, at a reasonable 
cost, efficient, safe, and reliable transit 
service, while minimizing 
environmental impacts; improve 
regional mobility by increasing the 
speed, reliability, and access to transit 
services in Montgomery and Prince 
George’s Counties; support economic 
development and revitalization through 
improved connections to central 
business districts and activity centers; 
and support regional clean air quality 
goals with a cost effective transit 
alternative. Comments should focus on 
the alternatives for analysis and 
environmental issues, rather than on a 
preference for a particular alternative. 

Public meetings and hearings, 
newsletters, project Web site and other 
outreach methods and forums will be 
used to inform the public of the progress 
of the project and to solicit input from 
the community on the proposed project 
as it develops. Outreach activities will 
include meetings with local officials, 
community leaders, local stakeholders, 
and the general public throughout the 
area. Public attendance at meetings will 
be sought through mailings, notices, 

advertisements, press releases and other 
efforts. 

Additional agency coordination will 
be carried out through the Project Team, 
which will meet throughout the study 
process to address key issues. Members 
of the Project Team will include 
representatives of Montgomery County, 
Prince George’s County, Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority, 
Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission, and the State 
Highway Administration. 

II. Description of Corridor and 
Transportation Needs 

The project is located in Montgomery 
and Prince George’s Counties, north of 
Washington, DC. The project area 
includes established communities 
characterized by medium-density 
residential uses, with pockets of high-
density development (Bethesda, Silver 
Spring, Langley Park/Takoma Park, 
College Park, and New Carrollton), and 
the University of Maryland. The earliest 
development in the area corresponded 
with the construction of electric 
railways that radiated from the District 
of Columbia and facilitated movement 
into outlying areas. The primary 
roadways centered on downtown 
Washington, DC, and mainly traversed 
the corridor north to south. These 
arterials include Wisconsin Avenue 
(MD 355), Connecticut Avenue (MD 
185), Georgia Avenue (MD 97), New 
Hampshire Avenue (MD 650), and 
Baltimore Avenue (US 1). The area has 
limited infrastructure for east-west 
travel, with two primary routes 
consisting of East-West Highway (MD 
410) and University Boulevard (MD 
193). 

This portion of the Metropolitan 
Washington Region experienced rapid 
suburban development following World 
War II, and now contains mature 
neighborhoods accompanied by the 
development of supportive commercial 
activity centers along the primary 
roadways with the majority of housing 
stock constructed prior to 1960. Many of 
the commercial activity centers have 
access, parking, and pedestrian 
circulation deficiencies. The service 
employment sector is very strong 
throughout the corridor. In addition, 
professional and office employment are 
located in clusters near Metro stations 
in Bethesda, Silver Spring and, to a 
lesser extent, College Park and New 
Carrollton. 

Numerous communities along the 
corridor contain populations that rely 
on transit to reach employment and 
activity centers. New transit services in 
the corridor have been limited to bus 
service, which is subject to roadway 
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congestion. To date, there has been no 
investment in fixed guideway systems 
or in new highways to facilitate 
commuting and links between the 
development centers along radial 
transportation routes that cross the 
corridor. The current east-west 
connections include bus transit and to 
a lesser degree, roadways. Commuters 
must use a north and south means to 
travel east-west. The area has limited 
infrastructure for east-west travel, with 
two primary routes consisting of East-
West Highway (MD 410) and University 
Boulevard (MD 193), neither of which 
provides a direct connection between 
Silver Spring and New Carrollton. These 
routes are heavily congested during 
peak periods and increasingly unable to 
accommodate the traffic demands. The 
focus of the EIS will be to identify a 
preferred transit alternative that will 
reduce travel time, provide an 
alternative to traveling on congested 
roadways, and improve transit access to 
central business districts within the area 
while examining the socioeconomic, 
cultural and natural environmental 
considerations on a local and regional 
basis. 

III. Alternatives 
The alternatives proposed for 

evaluation include:
• A no-build alternative, which 

includes the current network plus all 
ongoing, programmed, and committed 
projects listed in the latest 
Transportation Improvement Program; 

• A TSM alternative, which would 
include improving existing transit 
services such as additional bus service 
and routes, and which also serves as a 
baseline for evaluation against which all 
other alternatives may be compared for 
federal funding purposes (referred to as 
the FTA Future Baseline); 

• Bus Rapid Transit alternatives; and 
• Light rail alternatives. 
Each build alternative will explore the 

construction of new transportation 
infrastructure, such as tracks, stations, 
and maintenance yards. Underground, 
surface and/or aerial design options may 
be developed for each of the build 
alternative alignments. Multi-modal 
alternatives will also be explored. 

IV. Probable Effects 
The FTA and MTA will evaluate all 

potential changes to the social, cultural, 
economic, built and natural 
environment, including land acquisition 
and displacements; land use, zoning, 
economic development; parklands; 
community disruption; aesthetics; 
historical and archaeological resources; 
traffic and parking; air quality; noise 
and vibration; water quality; wetlands; 

environmentally sensitive areas; 
endangered species; energy 
requirements and potential for 
conservation; hazardous waste; 
environmental justice; safety and 
security; and secondary and cumulative 
impacts. Key areas of environmental 
concern include areas of potential new 
construction (e.g., structures, new 
transit stations, new track, etc.). Impacts 
will be evaluated for both the short-term 
construction period and for the long-
term period of operation associated with 
each alternative. Measures to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate any significant 
adverse impacts will be identified. 

V. Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) Procedures 

Previously, a Notice of Intent (NOI) 
was published in the Federal Register 
on September 21, 1994, which 
announced the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Georgetown Branch Transitway/Trail in 
Montgomery County, Maryland. The 
subsequent Draft Environment Impact 
Statement (DEIS) was completed in May 
1996, and evaluated transportation 
improvements between the central 
business districts (CBDs) in Bethesda 
and Silver Spring, Maryland. The DEIS 
evaluated both a busway and light rail 
transit alternative in conjunction with a 
parallel hiker/biker trail. A Final 
Environmental Impact Statement was 
never produced for this study. 

This NOI for the Bi-County 
Transitway Project extends the previous 
projects limits beyond Silver Spring to 
New Carrollton. An EIS will be prepared 
in accordance with section 102(2)(C) of 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969 (as amended), as 
implemented by the Council of 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
regulations (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
regulations (23 CFR part 771), and the 
FTA Statewide Planning/Metropolitan 
Planning regulations (23 CFR part 450). 
These studies will comply with the 
requirements of the National Historical 
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 
section 4(f) of the 1966 U.S. Department 
of Transportation Act, the 1990 Clean 
Air Act Amendments, Executive Order 
12898 on Environmental Justice, and 
other applicable rules, regulations, and 
guidance documents. 

In addition, MTA intends to seek 
Section 5309 New Starts funding for the 
project. As provided in the FTA New 
Starts regulation (49 CFR part 611), New 
Starts funding requires the submission 
of certain specific information to FTA to 
support a request to initiate preliminary 
engineering, which is normally done in 
conjunction with the NEPA process. 

Upon completion, the Draft EIS will 
be available for public and agency 
review and comment. Public hearings 
will be held. Based on the findings of 
the Draft EIS and the public and agency 
comments received, a preferred 
alternative will be selected that will be 
further detailed in the Final EIS.

Issued on: August 27, 2003. 
Herman C. Shipman, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III, 
Federal Transit Administration.
[FR Doc. 03–22371 Filed 9–2–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–57–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. NHTSA–2003–16031] 

Notice of Receipt of Petition for 
Decision That Nonconforming 2001 
and 2002 Mitsubishi Evolution VII, Left 
Hand Drive Passenger Cars Are 
Eligible for Importation

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of receipt of petition for 
decision that nonconforming 2001 and 
2002 Mitsubishi Evolution VII, left hand 
drive (LHD) passenger cars are eligible 
for importation. 

SUMMARY: This document announces 
receipt by the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA) of a 
petition for a decision that 2001 and 
2002 Mitsubishi Evolution VII LHD 
passenger cars that were not originally 
manufactured to comply with all 
applicable Federal motor vehicle safety 
standards are eligible for importation 
into the United States because (1) they 
are capable of being readily altered to 
conform to the standards, and (2) they 
are substantially similar to vehicles that 
were originally manufactured for 
importation into and sale in the United 
States and that were certified by their 
manufacturer as complying with the 
safety standards.
DATES: The closing date for comments 
on the petition is October 3, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to 
the docket number and notice number, 
and be submitted to: Docket 
Management, Room PL–401, 400 
Seventh St., SW., Washington, DC 
20590. Docket hours are from 9 a.m. to 
5 p.m. Anyone is able to search the 
electronic form of all comments 
received into any of our dockets by the 
name of the individual submitting the 
comment (or signing the comment, if 
submitted on behalf of an association, 
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